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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 6-1 0 are currently pending in this case. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 17 February 2009 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

a. In response to applicant argument regarding Common Ownership. A search in 
patent application database (PALM) shows that the present application was not owned 
by Robert Bosch GmbH at the time the invention was made; the Recknagel reference 
does. The present application was owned by the assignee in 2005. The Recknagel 
application was owned by the assignee in 2002. 

b. The claim 6 amended to include the subject matter of claim 1 1 does not make 
the present application in condition for allowance because the primary reference of 
Yoshioka does disclose the subject matter of claim 1 1 . See column 6, line 21 to column 
7, line 10 for automatic braking at threshold distance danger range. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Yoshioka et al [US 5,461 ,357] (previously provided). 
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In claim 6, Yoshioka discloses a device in a vehicle for monitoring the 
environment around the vehicle, comprising: 

an environment sensor system (radiation device 2, fig. 1) having a predetermined 
detection range (coverage range capability of the device); 

an analyzer module (controller 4) for analyzing a signal of the environment 
sensor system, wherein the analyzer module selects and tracks at least one object by 
determining an attention range as a function of at least one predetermined parameter 
(location and movement, speed, steering angle, distance, etc., col. 4, 1. 6-col. 7, 1. 10). 
The attention range includes zones S1-S3, maximum distance length Imax (figs. 2-5, 
14a-b, 15a-b, 16, 19 and 21) and the attention range also includes a threshold distance 
at which a restraint unit (brake) associated with the vehicle is triggered (automatic 
braking at threshold distance corresponding to a danger range (col. 6, 1. 21- col. 7, 1. 
10). 

In claim 7, Yoshioka discloses at least one of the predetermined parameters 
includes one of the relative speed between the vehicle and the particular object, the 
direction of the relative speed, a curve radius (steering angle, figs. 19-20) and a type of 
traffic (col. 7, 1. 25- col. 8, 1. 65). 

In claims 8-9, Yoshioka discloses the analyzer module 3 is connected to at least 
one restraint unit associated with the vehicle, the analyzer module triggering the at least 
one restraint unit as a function of tracking of the at least one object (automatic braking 
action, claim 5) (braking is considered a reversible restraint mechanism). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoshioka in view of Recknagel (previously provided) or Swann et al [US 6,213,512]. 

In claim 10, Yoshioka does not disclose the restraint unit is a reversible seatbelt 
tightening system. Recknagel teaches restraint units including seatbelt and bumper 
must be used in vehicles for safety of the driver (par. 12-15). Swann et al teaches 
actuating the seatbelt tightening system at a preselected threshold distance (col. 5, 1. 
49-66). Seatbelt tightening in combination with braking of Yoshioka would have been 
obvious to increase safety to driver and the use of seatbelt is well known being required 
by law in many countries. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANNE V. LAI whose telephone number is (571)272- 
2974. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 am to 6:30 pm, Monday to 
Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wu Daniel can be reached on 571-272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

AVL 

/Davetta W. Goins/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2612 



